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ARGUMENT 

It is fundamental that the writ of habeas corpus cannot serve 
in place of an appeal ( Bostic v. Rives, 71 App. D. C. 2, 107 F. 
(2d) 649, (1939); Knewel v. Egan, 268 U. S. 442; Ferguson 
v. Peake, 57 App. D. C. 124,18 Fed. (2d) 166; Woolsey v. Best, 
299U.S.1 (1936)). 

Even if the indictment in this case were tested as though 
attacked by demurrer, it was sufficient as a pleading ( United 
States v. Stobo, 251 Fed. 689, 693; United States v. SticJcrath, 
242 Fed. 151; Clark v. United States, 250 Fed. 449). 

After a plea of guilty and sentence, the test even on appeal 
would be less stringent than by demurrer. (Cf. Hagner v. 
United States, 285 U. S. 427 (1932)). 


of not guilty and file a demurrer to the indictment. The Gov¬ 
ernment opposed both motions. After argument, the Court 
permitted filing of the demurrer. The demurrer was argued 
and overruled. The motion for bill of particulars was also 
argued and was granted. The following day, November 1, 
1940, a bill of particulars was filed. On the same day the de¬ 
fendant entered a plea of guilty, and two weeks later received 
a sentence of from two to six years. No appeal was taken from 
this judgment of sentence. 


I 

The writ of habeas corpus cannot serve as a substitute for 
an appeal. The question presented therefore by the appel¬ 
lant’s petition for habeas corpus was, not whether the indict¬ 
ment was sufficient as a pleading tested by a demurrer, but 
whether it was so defective as to deprive the Court which sen¬ 
tenced the appellant of jurisdiction to do so. 


Even if tested as on demurrer, the indictment in this case 
was sufficient. Whatever it lacked in particularity was sup¬ 
plied by the bill of particulars. 


SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT 



It is respectfully submitted that, the defendant, having air* 
tacked the indictment against him by demurrer, which was 
arguea by competent counsel, and having through the efforts 
of that same attorney obtained a bill of particulars, may not 
now by habeas corpus attack the regularly entered judgment of 
sentence. The Court below properly denied his petition for 
habeas corpus. 

Respectfully submitted. 

Edward M. Curran, 

United States Attorney , 

John C. Conliff, Jr., 
Assistant United States Attorney. 

Charles B. Murray, 
Assistant United States Attorney. 
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I 

District Court of the United States for the District of Columbia 
■ \ 

Habeas Corpus No. 2520 

In the Matter of Edward DeRoulhac Blount 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

Be it remembered, that in the District Court of the United 
States for the District of Columbia, at the City of Washington, 
in said District, at the times hereinafter mentioned, the fol¬ 
lowing papers were filed and proceedings had, in the above- 
entitled cause, to wit: 

1 In the District Court of the United States 

for the District of Columbia 

Petition of Habeas Corpus No. 2520. 

In the Matter of the Application of Edward DeRoulhac 
Blount for a Writ of Habeas Corpus 

Filed December 2, 1943. Charles R. Stewart, Cierk. 

To the Honorable the Justice of the Said Court: * 

The petition of Edward DeRoulhac Blount, of Washington, 
District of Columbia, respectfully represents: 

1. That your petitioner is imprisoned, detained and,re¬ 
strained of his liberty at the District of Columbia Reformatory, 
Lorton, Virginia, by one Ray Huff, General Superintendent, 
District of Columbia Penal Institutions, Washington, District 
of Columbia, under the jurisdiction of this Court. 

2. That the cause or pretense of such imprisonment and de¬ 
tention is a pretended commitment, order, or process, pursuant 
to a purported indictment, based upon a pretended judgment 
of conviction and sentence thereon, before the District Court 
of the United States for the District of Columbia, rendered on 
or about November 1, 1940. 
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3. That the restraint and imprisonment of your petitioner 
are illegal, and that such illegality consists in the following 
circumstances, among others, to wit: 

A. That neither the indictment nor either of its counts sets 
forth the essential elements of a written threat punishable 
under the act, in that they fail to show that your petitioner 
made any alleged threat by means of any letter, paper, writing, 
print, missive, or document, deposited for conveyance in the 
mail or for delivery to any letter, carrier; and this omission 
cannot be supplied by the court without usurpation of the 
functions of the grand jury. 

B. That neither the indictment nor either of its counts sets 
forth the two essential elements of an oral threat punishable 
under the act, in that they fail to show: First, the utterance 
of the words; and, Secondly, the hearing of the words by some 
person or persons other than the utterer. The second of these 
two elements essential to the offense, namely the hearing of the 
oral threat uttered, is not contained in the indictment, either 
expressly or by necessary implication; and this omission can¬ 
not be supplied by the court without usurpation of the func¬ 
tions of the grand jury. United States v. Stobo, 251 Fed. 689 
(D. C., Del., 1918). 

Wherefore, the premises considered, your petitioner 
2 - prays that a writ of habeas corpus issue, directed to the 
said Ray Huff, General Superintendent, District of 
Columbia Penal Institutions, Washington, District of Co¬ 
lumbia, commanding him to produce the body of petitioner 
before your Honor, at a time and place therein to be specified, 
then and there to receive and do what your Honor shall order 
concerning the detention and restraint of your petitioner; and 
that your petitioner be restored to his liberty. 

Edward DeRoulhac Blount, 

Petitioner. 

Fairfax County, Virginia, ss: 

Edward DeRoulhac Blount, being first duly sworn according 
to law, on oath deposes and says that he is the petitioner above 
named, that he knows the contents of the petition for Writ of 
Habeas Corpus by him subscribed, and that they are true, ex- 
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cept as to matters alleged upon information and belief, and 
these he verily believes to be true. 

Edward DeRoulhac Blount. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 29th day of Novem¬ 
ber A. D. 1943. 

Wade G. Maddox, 

Notary Public, Virginia . 

W. Hobart Little, 

W. Hobart Little, 

7S3 Investment Building, Washington, D. C., 

Attorney for Petitioner. 

Filing of petition consented to and service of copy acknowl¬ 
edged this-day of-, A. D. 194—. 

Assistant United States Attorney, 

Attorney for Respondent. 

Let this Writ of Habeas Corpus issue returnable on the — 
day of-, A. D. 1943, at 10:00 o’clock A. M. 


Chief Justice. 

Service acknowledged December 2, 1943. 

Alice M. McElroy, 

United States Attorney’s Office. 

3 In the District Court of the United States for the 

District of Columbia 

Petition of Habeas Corpus No. 2520 

! * 

In the Matter of the Application of Edward DeRoulhac 
Blount for a Writ of Habeas Corpus 

Filed Dec. 2, 1943. Charles E. Stewart, Clerk. 

Affidavit in forma pauperis 

Commonwealth of Virginia, 

County of Fairfax, s$: 

Edward DeRoulhac Blount, being first duly sworn accord¬ 
ing to law, on oath deposes and says:—that he is the petitioner 
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• •• > 

herein; that he is a citizen of the United States; that he verily 
believes that he has valid grounds upon which to predicate 
subject petition for a Writ of Habeas Corpus; that because of 
his poverty he is unable to prepay the usual costs and fees 
pertaining to the prosecution of such petition, for which reason 
he asks the Court that he be permitted to file and prosecute 
subject petition without prepayment of costs; that subject pe¬ 
tition is filed in good faith, in that petitioner verily believes 
that the verdict and judgment upon which he is now serving 
sentence were rendered contrary to the terms of the statute 
under which the indictment upon which they were predicated, 
was brought, in that such indictment fails to set forth the essen¬ 
tial elements of a crime as defined by such statute. 

Edward DeRoulhac Blount, 

Petitioner. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 29th day of Novem¬ 
ber A. D. 1943. 


Wade G. Maddox, 

Notary Public. 


Let this petition be filed without prepayment of costs. 

F. Dickinson Letts, 

Justice. 


4 District Court of the United States for the District of 

Columbia 


Holding a Criminal Term 

Filed in open court Oct. 22, 1940. Charles E. Stewart, 
Clerk. 

October Term, A. D. 1940 
District of Columbia, ss: 

The Grand Jurors of the United States of America, in and 
for the District of Columbia aforesaid, upon their oath, do 
present: 

That one Edward DeRoulhac Blount on, to wit, the thirty- 
first day of December 1938, and at the District of Columbia 
aforesaid, did unlawfully, feloniously, knowingly, and wilfully 
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threaten to inflict bodily harm upon one Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt, the President of the United States, and to take his 
life; against the form of the statute in such case made and 
provided, and against the peace and government of the said 
United States. 

Second Count. And the Grand Jurors aforesaid, upon their 
oath aforesaid, do further present: 

That one Edward DeRoulhac Blount on, to wit, the thirtieth 
day of June 1940, and at the District of Columbia aforesaid, 
did unlawfully, feloniously, knowingly, and wilfully threaten 
to inflict bodily harm upon one Franklin Delano Roosevelt, the 
President of the United States, and to take his life; against the 
form of the statute in such case made and provided, and 
against the peace and government of the said United States. 

Edward M. Curran, 

' Attorney of the United States in 

and for the District of Columbia . 

5 G. J. No. 23,099. Criminal No. 66681. United 
States vs. Edward DeRoulhac Blount. Violation Sec¬ 
tion 89, Title 18, U. S. Code. Filed in open court Oct. 22, 
1940. Charles E. Stewart, Clerk. A True Bill: William E. 
Miller, Foreman. 

6 In the District Court of the United States for the 

District of Columbia 

Petition of Habeas Corpus No. 2520—B24323 

In the Matter of the Application of Edward DeRoulhac 
Blount for a Writ of Habeas Corpus 

Filed Dec. 3,1943, Charles R. Stewart, Clerk. 

Rule to Show Cause 

# 

Upon consideration of the petition of Edward DeRoulhac 
Blount for a Writ of Habeas Corpus, filed in this Court on 
December 2, 1943, it is by the Court this 3rd day of Decem¬ 
ber A. D. 1943, 

7 % 

Ordered: That the respondent herein shall appear in this 
Court, either in person or by counsel, on or before the fifth 
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day after service upon him of a copy of this Rule and of the 
Petition to which it pertains, and shall make return to said 
Petition and show cause, if any valid and legal cause there be, 
why the said Writ of Habeas Corpus should not issue forthwith. 

The Clerk of the Court is hereby directed to furnish the 
United States Marshal with a copy of this Rule, and of the 
said Petition, for the purpose of making service thereon. 

F. Dickinson Letts, 

Justice. 

Serve. Ray Huff, Supt. Lorton. 

Marshal’s Return. Served the within writ on Ray L. Huff, 
by serving E. A. Green, Supt. D. C. Jail, personally, Dec. 3,1943. 
John B. Colpoys, U. S. Marshal in and for the District of Co¬ 
lumbia. By F. Houghton, Deputy U. S. Marshal. 

7 In the District Court of the United States for the 

District of Columbia 

Habeas Corpus No. 2520 

Edward DeRoulhac Blount, petitioner 

vs. 

Ray L. Huff, General Superintendent, D. C. Penal 
Institutions, respondent 

Filed Dec. 7, 1943. Charles R. Stewart, Clerk. 

Return of respondent to rule to show cause 

Comes now Ray L. Huff, respondent herein, by his attorney, 
Edward M. Curran, United States Attorney in and for the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, and in return to the rule to show cause here¬ 
tofore issued represents to this Court as follows: 

(1) The respondent admits that the petitioner is presently 
incarcerated in the District of Columbia Reformatory at Lorton, 
Virginia. 

(2) The respondent denies that the petitioner is being ille¬ 
gally detained and states that the petitioner is being lawfully 
restrained, under and by reason of a judgment and commit¬ 
ment of the United States District Court for the District of 

♦ * ' * 
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^ V. " ‘ - _ 

Columbia, copy of the same being hereto annexed and made a 
part hereof the same as if incorporated herein, which said 
judgment and commitment evidence the fact that the petitioner 
was indicted on October 22, 1940, in Criminal Case Number 
66,681, in two counts for violation of‘Section 89, Title 18, 
United States Code; that on November 15, 1940, the peti¬ 
tioner, having been convicted on his plea of guilty of the 
offenses charged in the indictment, was sentenced to imprison¬ 
ment in a penitentiary for a period of One (1) year to Three 
(3) years on Count One; One (1) year to three (3) years on 
Count Two, to take effect at the expiration of sentence imposed 
on Count One. 

8 (3) Answering further the respondent avers that on 

October 31, 1940, the petitioner filed a demurrer to the 
indictment, which demurrer alleged the indictment bad in 
substance for the same reasons which he now asserts in his 
application for a writ of habeas corpus in the instant case 
Habeas Corpus No. 2520. On October 31, 1940, the demurrer 
to the indictment was argued and overruled; that there is at¬ 
tached hereto and hereby made a part hereof a certified copy 
of the demurrer filed by the petitioner in Criminal Case Num¬ 
ber 66,681. On November 1, 1940, the petitioner entered a 
plea of guilty to the offenses charged in the indictment. 

Wherefore, the premises considered, the respondent prays 
that the petition for the issuance of a writ of habeas corpus be 
denied. 

Edward M. Curran, 

Edward M. Curran, 

United States Attorney, 

John C. Conliff, Jr., 

John C. Conliff, Jr. 

Assistant United States Attorney, 

Attorneys for Respondent. 

I hereby certify that I have this 7th day of December 1943, 
served a copy by mail of the above return of respondent to rule 
to show cause and points and authorities in support thereof 
upon petitioner’s counsel. 


John C. Conliff, Jr. 
Assistant United States-Attomey. 
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9 District Court of the United States for the 

District of Columbia Division 

No. 66681 

United States 
v. 

Edward DeRoulhac Blount 

Criminal indictment in two counts for violation of Sec. 89, 
Title 18, U. S. C. * 

Filed Dec. 7, 1943. Charles E. Stewart, Clerk. 

Judgment and Commitment 

* 

On this 15th day of November A. D., 1940, came the United 
States Attorney, and the defendant Edward DeRoulhac Blount 
appearing in proper person, and by counsel, James F. Reilly, 
Esquire. 

The defendant having been convicted on his plea of guilty 
of the offenses charged in the indictment in the above-entitled 
cause, to wit: Vio. Sec. 89, Title 18, U. S. Code, and the de¬ 
fendant having been now asked whether he has anything to 
say why judgment should not be pronounced against him, and 
no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing 
to the Court, it is by the Court 

Ordered and adjudged that the defendant, having been found 
guilty of said offenses, is hereby committed to the custody of 
the Attorney General for imprisonment in an institution of the 
penitentiary type to be designated by the Attorney General 
or his authorized representative for the period of One (1) year 
to Three (3) years on count One; One (1) year to Three (3) 
years on count Two, to take effect at the expiration of sentence 
imposed on count One. 

It is further ordered that the Clerk deliver a certified copy 
of this judgment and commitment to the United States Mar- 
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( 

shal or other qualified officer and that the same shall serve as 
the commitment herein. 

[seal] (Signed) F. Dickinson Letts, 

United States District Judge. 

A true copy. 

Certified this 7th day of December 1943. 

(Signed) Charles E. Stewart, 

Clerk. 

(By) Marion E. Lewis, 

Deputy Clerk. 

10 In the District Court of the United States for the 

District of Columbia 

Holding a Criminal Court 


No. 66^-681 

United States, plaintiff 
vs. 

Edward DeRoulhac Blount, defendant 

Filed Oct. 31,1940. Charles E. Stewart, Clerk. Filed* Dec. 
7,1943. 

Demurrer 

Comes now the defendant in the above-entitled cause, Ed¬ 
ward DeRoulhac Blount, and files this, his demurrer to the 
indictment returned against him herein, and says that the same 
is bad in substance, and for reasons therefor assigns: 

1. The said indictment is so vague, indefinite, and uncertain 
as not to state a crime. 

2. The said indictment fails to allege the language of any 
threats to inflict bodily harm, in his official capacity, upon one, 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt, President of the United States, and 
to take his life. 

3. The said indictment fails to allege the language consti¬ 
tuting the threat, used by the defendant. 
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4. The said indictment fails to allege to whom such threats 

were made. - / 

5. The said indictment fails to allege in whose hearing said 
threats were made. 

6. For other reasons apparent on the fact of the indictment, 
which will be submitted to the Court upon oral argument of 
this demurrer. 

(s) James F. Reilly, 

James F. Reilly, 

82115th Street NW., Washington, D. C., • 

Attorney for Defendant .' 

NOTICE 

Hon*. Edward M. Curran, 

United States Attorney in and for the District of Co¬ 
lumbia: 

Please take notice that the aforegoing Demurrer will be pre¬ 
sented to the Court for argument at the earliest date 
11 convenient to the Court and this Office. 

(s) James F. Reilly, 

James F. Reilly, 

821 15th Street NW., Washington, D. C., 

Attorney for Defendant. 

Service of a copy of the foregoing Demurrer and points and 
authorities in support thereof, acknowledged this 29th day of 
October 1940. 

(s) Bernard Margolius, 

United States Attorney in and for 

the District of Columbia. 

A true copy. 

Test: 

[seal] Charles E. Stewart, 

Clerk .. 

Marion E. Lewis, 
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In the District Court of the United States for the 
District of Columbia 


Habeas Corpus No. 2520. 

• i 

Edward DeRoulhac Blount, petitioner 


Ray L. Hupf, General Superintendent, D. C. Penal 
Institutions, respondent . 


Filed Dec. 13,1943. Charles E. Stewart, Clerk. 


Order 


Upon consideration of the petition for writ of habeas corpus, 
and the rule to show cause why a writ should not issue, and in 
further consideration of the return of the respondent to the 
rule to show cause, it is by this Court this 13th day of Decem¬ 
ber 1943, 

Adjudged, ordered, and decreed, that the rule to show cause 
heretofore issued in this cause be, and the same hereby is dis¬ 
charged, and the petition dismissed. 

F. Dickinson Letts, 

Justice. 


In the District Court of the United States for the 
District of Columbia 


Petition of Habeas Corpus No. 2520 


In the Matter of the Application of Edward DeRoulhac 
Blount for a Writ of Habeas Corpus 


Filed Jan. 6, 1944. Charles E. Stewart, Clerk. 

Notice of appeal 


Notice of hereby given this 6th day of January 1944, that 
Edward DeRoulhac Blount hereby appeals to the United States 
Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia from the Order 
this Court entered on the 13th day of December 1943, discharg- 
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ing the rule to show cause entered herein, and dismissing peti¬ 
tion for a Writ of Habeas Corpus. 

W. Hobart Little, 

W. Hobart Little, 

m 733 Investment Building, Washington, D. C., 

Attorney for Petitioner. 

Filed Jan. 6,1944. Charles E. Stewart, Clerk. 

January 6 , 1944 . Leave to proceed to appeal without pre¬ 
payment of costs is hereby granted. 

F. Dickinson Letts, 

Justice. 

14 In the District Court of the United States for the 

District of Columbia 

Petition of Habeas Corpus No. 2520 

In the Matter of the Application of Edward DeRoulhac 
Blount for a Writ of Habeas Corpus 

Filed Feb. 14, 1944. Charles E. Stewart, Clerk. 

Designation of record 

Comes now Edward DeRoulhac Blount, the appellant in the 
above-entitled cause, through his attorney, W. Hobart Little, 
and designates the parts of the record to be included in the 
transcript on appeal, said parts being as follows: 

(1) Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus. 

(2) Affidavit in Forma Pauperis. 

(3) Indictment (Criminal No. 66681). 

(4) Rule to Show Cause. 

(5) Return of Respondent to Rule to Show Cause. 

(6) Judgment and Commitment (Criminal No. 66681). 

(7) Demurrer (Criminal No. 66681). 

(8) Order. 

(9) Notice of Appeal. 

(10) Order Granting Leave to Appeal in Forma Pauperis. 
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Motion for a Bill of particulars is argued and 
granted. (M114P269.) 

November 1—Arraigned. Plea Guilty. Defendant com¬ 
mitted to Washington Asylum and Jail. 
(M114P278.) 

November 15—Sentenced to run, for period of 1 yr. to 3 yrs. 

on 1st ct. and 1 yr. to 3 yrs. on 2nd ct. to 
take effect at expiration of sentence on 1st ct. 
Judgment Signed (Letts, J.) (M114P333.) 
Convict in D. C. Reformatory, Lorton, Va. 

16 District Court of the United States for the District of 

Columbia 

Thursday, October 31", A. D. 1940. 
The court resumes its session pursuant to adjournment: Mr. 
Justice Letts, Presiding. 

* * » • » 

No. 66681 

United States 
v$. 

Edward DeRoulhac Blount 

Indicted for Vio. Sec. 89, Title 18, U. S. Code 

Come as well the Attorney of the United States, as the de¬ 
fendant in proper person, according to his recognizance and by 
his attorney, James F. Reilly, Esquire; and thereupon the de¬ 
fendant’s motions to withdraw plea of “Not Guilty” and to 
file a Demurrer to the indictment, and for a Bill of Particulars, 
each coming on to be heard, after argument by the counsel, is 
submitted to the Court; whereupon the defendant’s demurrer 
to the indictment, coming on to be heard, after argument by the 
_ counsel, is by the Court overruled, to which action of the Court 
the defendant by his attorney prays an exception which is noted. 



Petition of Habeas Corpus No. 2520 

Filed Dec. 14,1943. Charles R. Stewart, Clerk. 

In the Matter of the Application of Edward DeRoulhac 
Blount tor a Writ of Habeas Corpus 


Motion for reinstatement of petition for writ of habeas corpus 


Comes now the petitioner herein, through his attorney, W. 
Hobart Little, and prays that the Court will reinstate the said 
Petition, and as reasons therefor, state as follows:— 

1. That subject Petition was filed in this Court on Decem¬ 
ber 2, 1943, at which time the Court called upon petitioner to 
submit a Rule to Show Cause. 

2. That in accordance with such ruling on the part of the 
Court, petitioner did on December 3, 1943, file such Rule to 
Show Cause. 

3. That said Rule to Show Cause provided that respondent 
should appear in this Court, either in person or by counsel, on 
or before the fifth day after service upon him of a copy of said 
Rule to Show Cause and of Petition to which it pertains. 

4. That on December 9, 1943, petitioner received from re¬ 
spondent a copy of Return of Respondent to Rule to Show 
Cause, but that petitioner received no other notification what¬ 
ever, of service of Rule upon respondent, and no notification 
whatever relative to date of such service, so that he was wholly 
without means of himself ascertaining the date set for subject 
argument. 

5. That on December 10,1943, petitioner made contact with 
the Clerk of the Motions Court, for the purpose of ascertaining 
the date for such argument, but was then informed that hear¬ 
ing upon such had already been heard, on December 9, 1943, 
and at that time, in default of petitioner’s appearance, subject 
Petition for a Writ of Habeas Corpus had been quashed. 

Wherefore, the premises considered, petitioner prays that 
subject Petition for a Writ of Habeas Corpus may be rein- 


In the District 

for the District of Columbia 
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stated, and hearing of arguments upon same set for Friday, De¬ 
cember 17,1943, at 10:00 o’clock in the forenoon. 

W. Hobart Little, 

W. Hobart Little 

733 Investment Building, Washington, D. C., 

Attorney for Petitioner. 

18 In the District Court of the United States 
for the District of Columbia 

Petition of Habeas Corpus No. 2520 

In the Matter of the Application of Edward DeRoulhac 
Blount for a Writ of Habeas Corpus 

Points and authorities in support of motion to reinstate petition 

for writ of habeas corpus 

1. Local Civil Rules of the District Court of the United 
States for the District of Columbia—Rule 9. Motions, (e) 
Oral Hearing; Notice Of. “If an oral hearing is to be had 
the clerk shall give at least two days’ notice by telephone or 
otherwise to the offices of attorneys and to the address of record 
of any party appearing in proper person.” 

W. Hobart Little, 

W. Hobart Little 

733 Investment Building, Washington, D. C., 

Attorney for Petitioner. 


NOTICE 

It is requested that subject Petition, together with Points 
and Authorities pertaining"thereto, shall be called to the atten¬ 
tion of the Justice now presiding in Civil Motions Court. 

Copy of subject Motion, with Points and Authorities per¬ 
taining thereto, was mailed, postage prepaid, to Edward M. 
Curran, United States Attorney, attorney for respondent, on 
December 10, 1943. 

W. Hobart Little. 

W. Hobart Little. 
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19 In the District Court of the United States 
for the District of Columbia 

Habeas Corpus No. 2520 

Edward DeRoulhac Blount, petitioner 

vs. 

Ray L. Huff, General Superintendent, D. C. Penal 
Institutions, respondent 

Filed Dec. 14,1943. Charles R. Stewart, Clerk. 

Opposition to motion for reinstatement of petition for writ of 

habeas corpus 

Comes now Ray L. Huff, respondent herein, by his attorney, 
Edward M. Curran, United States Attorney in and for the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, and in opposition to the motion for reinstate¬ 
ment of petition for writ of habeas corpus represents to this 
Court as follows: 

1. The respondent denies the allegations in said motion that 
a hearing was had on the rule to show cause heretofore issued, 
and that in default of petitioner’s appearance, the petition for 
a writ of habeas corpus was quashed. 

2. The respondent avers that the Court’s order was made 
without hearing and solely on the basis of the pleadings. 

Wherefore, the premises considered, the respondent prays 
that the motion for reinstatement of petition for writ of 
habeas corpus be denied. 

Edward M. Curran, 

Edward M. Curran, 

United States Attorney. 
John C. Conliff, Jr., 

John C. Conliff, Jr., 

Assistant United States Attorney. 

Attorneys for Respondent. 

I hereby certify that a copy of the above was mailed to W. 
Hobart Little, Esq., attorney for Petitioner on December 14, 
1943. 


John C. Conliff Jr. 
Assistant United States Attorney. 
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In the District Court of the United States 
for the District of Columbia 

Habeas Corpus No. 2520 

Edward DeRoulhac Blount, petitioner 

vs. 

Ray L. Huff, General Superintendent, D. C. Penal 
Institutions, respondent 

Piled Dec. 30, 1943. Charles E. Stewart, Clerk. 

Order 

Upon consideration of the motion for reinstatement of peti¬ 
tion for writ of habeas corpus, and in further consideration of 
the opposition to motion for reinstatement of petition for writ 
of habeas corpus filed by respondent, it is by the Court this 
30th day of December 1943, 

Adjudged, ordered, and decreed, That the motion for rein¬ 
statement of petition for writ of habeas corpus be and the same 
hereby is overruled. 

F. Dickinson Letts, 

Justice. 

21 In the District Court of the United States 
for the District of Columbia 

Petition of Habeas Corpus No. 2520 

In the Matter of the Application of Edward DeRoulhac 
Blount for a Writ of Habeas Corpus 

Filed Feb. 14, 1944. Charles E. Stewart, Clerk. 

Order extending time for filing brief 

Upon motion submitted by the appellant herein, for an ex¬ 
tension of time for filing appellant’s record in the above-entitled 
cause, after allowing ten days from filing of designation of rec¬ 
ord, it is by the Court this 14th day of February A. D. 1944, 



CourUer-designation of record 

Comes now the respondent in the above-entitled cause, by 
his attorney, the United States Attorney, and for counter¬ 
designation of record requests that the Clerk include as the rec¬ 
ord to go to the United States Court of Appeals for the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia in the appeal in this cause the following, in 
addition to that which is designated in the designation of rec¬ 
ord of the petitioner, copy of which was served upon the re- 
snotident’s attorney on the 14th day of February 1944: 

1. All docket entries in Criminal Case No. 66,681. 

2. Minute entry showing the overruling of the demurrer in 
Criminal Case No. 66,681. 

3. Order of December 13, 1943, discharging rule to show 
cause and dismissing petition. (Note to Clerk: This is prob¬ 
ably the same order as that indicated in Item 8 of the designa¬ 
tion of record filed by the petitioner.) 

4. “Motion for Reinstatement of Petition for Writ of Habeas 
Corpus” filed on December 14, 1943, together with points and 
authorities in support thereof. 

5. “Opposition to Motion for Reinstatement of Petition for 
Writ of Habeas Corpus” filed on December 14, 1943. 


Tf xuu/ iwtvvmtav wmvvai a tw* 

* V 


Ordered: That such time for filing of said record on appeal 
in subject action be, and the same hereby is, extended to March 
15 A. D. 1944. 

T. Alan Goldsborough, 

Justice. 


22 In the District Court of the United States 
for the District of Columbia 


Habeas Corpus No. 2520 

Edward DeRoulhac Blount, petitioner 

v. 

Ray L. Huff, General Superintendent, D. C. Penal 
Institutions, respondent 

Filed Feb. 21,1944. Charles E. Stewart, Clerk. 


22 EDWARD DeROULHAC BLOUNT VS. BAT L HUFF 

23 6. Order of December 30,1943, overruling motion for 
reinstatement of petition for writ of habeas corpus. 

7. Order of February 14,1944, extending to March 15,1944, 
the time for filing of record on appeal. 

8. This counter-designation of record. 

9. Certificate of Clerk. 

Edward M. Curran, 
Edward M. Curran, 

• United States Attorney. 
Charles B. Murray, 
Charles B. Murray, 
Assistant United States Attorney. 

I hereby certify that I have this 21st day of February, 1944, 
sent a copy of the foregoing counter-designation of record by 
official United States mail to W. Hobart Little, Esquire, attor¬ 
ney for the petitioner, at his address 733 Investment Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

Charles B. Murray, 
Charles B. Murray, 
Assistant United States Attorney. 

24 District Court of the United States 

for the District of Columbia 

/ 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia , ss: 

I, Charles E. Stewart, Clerk of the District Court of the 
United States for the District of Columbia, hereby certify the 
foregoing pages numbered 1 to 23, both inclusive, to be a true 
and correct transcript of the record according to designations 
of record by counsel filed and made a part of this transcript, 
in cause entitled In the Matter of Edward De Roulhac Blount, 
Habeas Corpus No. 2520, as the same remains upon the files 
and of record in said Court. 

In testimony whereof, I hereunto subscribe my name and 
affix the seal of said Court, at the City of Washington, in said 
District, this 4th day of March 1944. 

[seal] Charles E. Stewart, Clerk. 

By Chert B. Coflin, 

Deputy Clerk. 







